
VOLUME III, PART B                                                                                                                                                 FEDERAL AGENCIES - U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
COMMENT LETTER RESPONSES

COLORADO RIVER INTERIM SURPLUS CRITERIA FEIS                                                                                                                                                                        LETTER 57
B-252

B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 


B-E Engineering 
99

B-E Engineering 
100

B-E Engineering 
101

B-E Engineering 
102

B-E Engineering 
103

B-E Engineering 
104

B-E Engineering 
105

B-E Engineering 
106

B-E Engineering 
99:  The 1,200 foot Lake Mead elevation represents the elevation where Lake Mead is essentially full and is also below the top of the raised spillway.  This has been included in the FEIS.  Figure 3.3-14 presents the percent of the traces that had elevations equal or higher than elevation 1,200.  The 90th percentile line depicted on Figure 3.3-13 shows where the top decile of the modeled values lies.  Both figures present specific statistics that are accurate and relevant.


100:  The color pattern on Figure 3.3-14 has been changed as suggested. 


101:  The vertical scale is varied to focus the presentation of the results to the range of values observed under the respective modeled conditions.


102:  Comment noted.  The timing is clearly shown in Figures 3.3-14 through 3.3-16.


103:  Table 3.3-8 provides a numeric summary of the data presented in Figure 3.3-14.  Values in Table 3.3-8 all decrease between 2016 and 2050.  Hydrologic fluctuations contribute to the minor variability of charted values near 2050 in Figure 3.3-14.


104:  Additional explanation has been added to Section 3.3.and Section 3.4 with respect to the interpretation of the figures in these sections and the meaning of the analysis results.  


105:  Subsections 3.3.4.5.1 through 3.3.4.5.4 refer to individual tables and graphs.  The paragraph discussed in the comment is a general description of the analysis in these subsections.


106:  This paragraph has been divided into two, with the cumulative distribution  function discussed first, in order to parallel subsequent text.
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107:  A definition for the term "mean monthly flow" has been added to the glossary.  In the FEIS, all alternatives included the tranfers.





108:  There is relatively little difference in the magnitude (Y-axis) of the mean monthly flow values and excess flows under the baseline and surplus alternatives.  Figure 3.3-18a through Figure 3.3-18d and the other similar figures depict this.  There are some differences in the frequency (X-axis) of excess flows in the winter season as represented by January for modeled year 2015 as depicted by Figure 3.3-18a.  However, the differences in the frequency (X-axis) of excess flows in the other seasons are minimal to none, as depicted by Figure 3.3-18b through Figure 3.3-18d.  In the FEIS the size of the data markers have been reduced and the size of the graphs were increased.

109:  Flows greater than 20,000 cfs are typically due to flood control relases, not downstream demands.  This has been noted in Section 3.3.1.2 and 3.3.4.5.1.


110:  The introductory text has been modified to include the additional percentiles (Section 3.3.4.5).  The maximums may not occur during the four months shown in the figures.  Hydrologic fluctuations contribute to the minor differences in the maximums.





111:  Section 1.4.1 discusses the relation between the California Colorado River Water Use Plan and interim surplus criteria. 


112:  In the FEIS, the Flood Control Alternative includes implementation of the California Colorado River Water Use Plan.  See response to Comment 37-11 for additional discussion.    


113:  See response to Comment No. 57-108.




